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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  450 
San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 

6255  Sunset  Boulevard,  Suite  2000 
Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 

SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  not-  ) 

for-profit  religious  corporation;  ) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  through  ) 

25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 


I.  INTRODUCTION 

Defendant's  opposition  to  the  Ex  Parte  Application  to  admit 
Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  pro  hac  vice  mischaracterizes  the  purpose 
and  meaning  of  California  Rule  of  Court  983  and  the  case  law 
governing  admission  pro  hac  vice  in  California. 

Plaintiff  moved  ex  parte  in  this  matter  for  admission  of 
Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  pro  hac  vice  when  it  became  clear  that 
Defendant's  strategy  includes  relying  heavily  on  a  seven  (7)  year 
history  in  this  litigation.  Defendant's  strategy,  and  court 
deadlines  required  association  of  counsel  who  was  familiar  with 
the  facts  and  allegations  of  the  earlier  matters  and  the  past 
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relationships  between  the  parties,  and  who  would  be  able  to  advise 
and  instruct  local  counsel  accordingly.  Mr.  Hertzberg  is  the  only 
attorney  who  is  fully  familiar  with  the  facts,  files,  and 
proceedings  in  the  earlier  litigation  who  is  able  to  bring  that 
knowledge  to  bear  in  the  instant  action.  It  is  for  these  reasons 
that  the  Application  was  made,  and  it  is  for  these  same  reasons 
that  the  Application  should  be  granted. 

II.  ARGUMENT 

A.  EX  PARTE  PROCEDURE  WAS  APPROPRIATE  UNDER  THESE  CIRCUMSTANCES. 

When  it  became  clear  that  Defendants'  were  relying  on  the 
full  seven  (7)  year  history  of  the  litigation  and  the 
relationships  between  these  parties  it  became  clear  that  Mr. 
Hertzberg,  should  be  associated  as  counsel  in  this  matter.  As  a 
hearing  on  this  matter  was  calendared  shortly  after  Plaintiffs 
became  aware  of  Defendants  tactic  it  was  impossible,  at  that  time, 
to  give  the  ten  (10)  day  notice  required  by  Rule  983(a).  However, 
983(a)  also  provides  that  the  court  may  prescribe  for  shorter 
notice. 

Defendant  makes  the  technical  argument  that  the  Application 
should  be  denied  because  notice  was  improper.  CRC  Rule  983(b) 
states  that  "the  notice  of  hearing  shall  be  given  at  least  ten 
(10)  days  before  the  time  designated  for  the  hearing  unless  the 
court  has  prescribed  a  shorter  period."  (emphasis  added).  Ex 
parte  Application  is  an  appropriate  means  of  seeking  leave  of  the 
court  to  grant  the  shorter  time  period  for  notice.  Weil  &  Brown. 
Cal.Prac.  Guide:  Civ. Pro.  Before  trial  (9)1-88.16  (TRG  1991).  The 
language  of  983(b)  expressly  states  that  the  court  may  prescribe  a 
shorter  period  of  time.  It  is  clear  that  Defendant's  counsel  were 
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not  prejudiced  by  the  form  of  the  Application  because  counsel  had 
the  time  to  respond  to  Mr.  Hertzberg's  Application  with  an  eight 
(8)  page  memorandum  in  opposition. 

Pursuant  to  Marin  County  local  rule  2.10(b),  Mr.  Wilson 
notified  opposing  counsel  by  phone  of  the  ex  parte  Application. 

Mr.  Wilson  stated  in  his  letter  to  the  Court  that  Mr.  Greene  had 
not  responded  to  Mr.  Wilson  by  3:30  p.m.  The  fact  that  Mr.  Greene 
did  not  retrieve  his  messages  in  a  four  (4)  hour  period  should  not 
be  considered  as  a  factor  weighing  against  Plaintiff's 
Application. 

Defendant  contends  further  that  the  Application  should  be 
denied  on  the  basis  that  a  copy  of  the  Application  was  never 
served  on  the  State  Bar  of  California.  In  fact,  a  copy  of  the 
Application  was  hand  delivered  to  the  Office  of  Certification  of 
the  State  Bar  of  California  on  March  17,  1992.  See,  File  Stamped 
Letter  and  Application  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A. 

Given  Defendant's  awareness  of  the  Application  and  his 
counsel's  ability  to  prepare  an  opposition,  there  is  no  reason  to 
deny  the  Application  on  the  basis  that  notice  was  improper. 

B.  MR.  HERTZBERG  MEETS  ALL  THE  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  ADMISSION  PRO 

HAC  VICE. 

Rule  983(a)  states  that: 

"a  person  who  is  not  a  member  of  the  State  Bar 
of  California  but  who  is  a  member  in  good 
standing  of  and  eligible  to  practice  before 
the  bar  of  any  United  States  Court  for  the 
highest  court  in  any  state,  territory  or 
insular  possession  of  the  United  States,  and 
who  has  been  retained  to  appear  in  a 
particular  case  pending  in  a  court  of  this 
State,  may  in  the  discretion  of  such  court  be 
permitted  upon  written  Application  to  appear 
as  counsel  pro  hac  vice  provided  that  an 
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active  member  of  the  State  Bar  of  California 
is  associated  as  attorney  of  record.  No 
person  is  eligible  to  appear  as  counsel  pro 
hac  vice  pursuant  to  this  rule  if  (1)  he  is  a 
resident  of  the  State  of  California,  or  (2)  he 
is  regularly  employed  in  the  State  of 
California,  or  (3)  he  is  regularly  engaged  in 
substantial  business,  professional,  or  other 
activities  in  the  State  of  California. 


Mr.  Hertzberg  is  not  a  resident  of  the  State  of  California, 
he  is  not  regularly  employed  in  the  State  of  California  and  he  is 
not  regularly  engaged  in  substantial  business,  professional  or 
other  activities  in  the  State  of  California.  See.  Declaration  of 
Michael  Lee  Hertzberg,  Exhibit  A  to  the  Application.  Therefore, 
Mr.  Hertzberg  is  eligible  to  be  admitted  pro  hac  vice.  It  is 
within  the  discretion  of  the  court  whether  or  not  he  will  be 
admitted.  Id. 

The  only  issue  before  the  Court  on  eligibility  is  whether  Mr. 
Hertzberg 's  several  appearances  in  Federal,  State  and  Appeals 
Courts  in  California  over  the  past  several  years  representing  the 
Church  of  Scientology  (the  "Church") ,  constitutes  a  reason  to  deny 
the  Application.  Rule  983(b)  requires  that  the  Bar  Association 
and  the  Court  look  back  two  (2)  years  to  determine  if  an 
applicant's  appearances  constitute  "repeated  appearances"  for  the 
purpose  of  denial  of  the  Application.  In  the  last  two  (2)  years, 
Mr.  Hertzberg  has  been  admitted  pro  hac  vice  to  the  United  States 
District  for  the  Central  District  of  California  in  United  States 
v.  Church  of  Scientology  International.  90-36990  RSWL  and  United 
States  v.  Church  of  Scientology  Western  States.  90-38390  JRx. 

See.  Declaration  of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  attached  as  Exhibit  A  to 
the  Application.  These  matters  were  consolidated  into  a  single 
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action  and  did  not  go  to  trial.  Id.  Mr.  Hertzberg' s 
representation  of  the  Church  in  these  matters  was  limited  to 
several  hearings  before  the  United  States  District  Court,  Central 
District  of  California  and  would  not  constitute  repeated 
appearance  for  the  purposes  of  Rule  983 (a)  and  the  denial  of  an 
Application.  Walter  E.  Heller  Western  Incorporated  v.  Superior 
Court .  Ill  Cal. 3d  708  168  Cal.Rptr.  785  (1980).  In  Heller,  cited 
by  Defendants  as  authority  for  denying  the  Application,  the  trial 
courts  determination  that  activities  of  an  attorney  who  had 
represented  California  client  in  at  least  sixteen  (16)  disputes, 
making  five  (5)  trips  to  California  in  the  course  of  such 
representation,  and  having  made  several  other  trips  to  California 
in  connection  with  management  meetings  of  the  client  and  other 
corporation,  did  not  render  him  ineligible  to  appear  as  counsel 
pro  hac  vice.  Id.  Mr.  Hertzberg' s  participation  in  matters 
before  California  Courts  involves  far  fewer  activities  and  far 
fewer  appearances  than  that  which  was  approved  by  the  trial  court 
and  Court  of  Appeals  for  admission  pro  hac  vice  in  Heller.  Id. 

Even  if  the  Court  were  to  decide  that  Mr.  Hertzberg's 
involvement  in  the  matters  cited  by  Defendant's  Opposition 
constitutes  "repeated  appearances"  for  the  purposes  of  denial,  the 
Applicant  should  still  be  approved  on  the  basis  of  the  "special 
circumstances"  of  this  case.  See ,  Supplemental  Declaration  of 
Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B.  Mr.  Hertzberg 
has  represented  the  Church  in  North  America  and  Europe  since  1978. 
He  is  a  sole  practicing  attorney  admitted  to  the  bar  in  New  York 
and  Washington.  Because  of  his  special  expertise  in  Church 
matters  he  has  been  called  upon  to  assist  local  counsel  in 
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representing  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  cases  all  over  the 
world.  In  many  instances  Mr.  Hertzberg7 s  appearances  have  been 
very  limited  and  in  no  case  has  be  been  involved  in  a  trial.  Mr. 
Hertzberg  has  no  other  California  clients  and  he  has  made  no  other 
California  appearances  in  the  last  two  (2)  years.  Xd. 

Defendant's  tactics,  of  recalling  and  using  the  entire  seven 
(7)  year  history  of  the  relationships  between  these  parties  has 
required  local  counsel  to  seek  the  assistance  and  association  of 
Mr.  Hertzberg.  Mr.  Hertzberg  is  familiar  with  the  issues  and  the 
parties  is  able  to  assist  local  counsel  by  focusing  on  the  facts 
and  issues  Defendant  has  attempted  to  use  from  the  prior 
litigation.  He  is  also  familiar  with  many  of  the  documents  filed 
by  Defendant  and  can  facilitate  review  of  them  by  local  counsel. 
Mr.  Hertzberg 's  knowledge  and  experience  with  respect  to  this 
particular  case  is  unique  and  cannot  be  substituted  by  any  other 
counsel.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  even  if  the  Court  were  to 
find  Mr.  Hertzberg's  appearances,  limited  as  they  were,  over  the 
past  several  years  in  California  "repeated  appearances"  this 
Application  should  still  be  approved. 


III.  CONCLUSION 


For  the  foregoing  reasons,  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg7 s 
Application  for  admission  pro  hac  vice  should  be  approved. 


DATED:  March  19,  1992 


Respectfully  submitted. 


WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


BY: 


Plaintiff  Church  of  Scientology 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450  ,  , 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 


Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 


Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL,  a  California 
not-for-profit  religious 
corporation; 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1 
through  25,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Case  No.  152229 

SUPPLEMENTAL  DECLARATION 
OF  MICHAEL  LEE  HERTZBERG 


I,  MICHAEL  LEE  HERTZBERG,  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  execute  this  Supplemental  Declaration  in  order  to 
address  the  argument  by  Mr.  Armstrong  that  certain  prior  appearances 
on  behalf  of  Church  of  Scientology  entities  in  the  California  courts 
are  grounds  for  denying  my  pro  hac  vice  application  in  the  instant 


25 

26 

27 

28 


case . 

2.  I  am  a  sole  practitioner  with  an  office  in  New  York  City 
who  has  represented  various  individuals  and  corporate  entities 
affiliated  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  the  courts  of  North 
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The  very  nature  of  this 


America  and  Europe  since  1978. 
representation  has  required  me  to  appear  in  state  and  federal  courts 
in  various  jurisdictions  in  the  United  States.  On  the  federal 
appellate  level  alone  I  have  argued  cases  for  this  client  in  five 
different  circuit  courts  of  appeal,  and  two  cases  in  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court. 

3 .  I  could  not  conduct  my  practice  if  I  had  to  take  a  bar 
examination  in  every  jurisdiction  in  which  I  appeared  for  this 
client.  I,  therefore,  have  always  applied  for  leave  of  court  to 
appear  in  jurisdictions  outside  New  York  and  Washington,  D.C.,  the 
two  jurisdictions  where  I  am  a  member  of  the  bar.  I  have  never  been 
denied  admission  by  any  court  anywhere,  including  in  jurisdictions 
other  than  California  where  I  have  also  occasionally  made  more  than 
one  appearance. 

4.  In  support  of  his  opposition  at  page  6,  Mr.  Armstrong 
lists  seven  cases  in  which  I  appeared  on  behalf  of  this  client  in 
California.  I  will  address  each  in  turn  so  this  Court  has  a  better 
understanding  of  the  circumstances  of  my  discrete  involvement  with 
the  California  courts  pursuant  to  this  single  representation: 

(a)  In  the  Wollersheim  case  I  appeared  only  for  the 
purpose  of  arguing  the  appeal/  (b)  I  am  no  longer  counsel  in  the 
Aznaran  case  which  is  in  the  pre-trial  stage  in  federal  court. 
During  the  time  I  was  counsel  in  the  Aznaran  case,  I  made  a  single 
short  appearance  in  court  in  California  for  one  status  conference/ 
(c)  the  Corvdon  case  was  settled  and  I  was  replaced  as  counsel  in 
that  case  prior  to  the  settlement/  (d)  in  Stansf ield  the  court 
permitted  me  to  appear  specially  for  the  limited  purpose  of  quashing 
purported  service  of  process  on  my  client.  At  a  ten— minute  hearing 
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my  motion  to  quash  was  granted  and  I  never  had  any  further 

involvement  in  that  case;  (e)  The  Church - of - Scientoloqy. 

Tnt.flrnational  and  Church  of  Scientology  Western  United  States  cases 
are  consolidated  Internal  Revenue  Service  petitions  in  federal  court 
which  involved  identical  legal  issues  and  were  not  trials.  The 
brief  proceedings  in  those  cases  in  the  district  court  are  over. 
This  single  consolidated  case  involved  my  only  pro  hac  vice 
application  in  California  within  the  last  two  years. 

5.  I  have  never  represented  any  other  client  in  California  in 
the  course  of  my  practice,  nor  do  I  conduct  any  other  business  in 
California.  The  Church  of  Scientology  relies  upon  my  expertise  in 
California  and  multiple  other  jurisdictions  around  the  world  based 
upon  a  fourteen-year  relationship  in  which  I  have  accumulated  a 
special  expertise  in  representing  and  defending  the  Church.  In 
particular,  I  have  been  involved  in  litigation  involving  Gerald 
Armstrong  over  the  past  seven  years  and  am  therefore  especially 
qualified  to  assist  Mr.  Wilson  in  the  instant  case. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct.  Executed  this 
19th  day  of  March,  1992,  at  San  Francisco,  California. 

_ 

MICHAEL  LEE  HERT'ZEERG 
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W1^  SON,  RYAN  &  C AMPILON GC~ 


WiAK  i--f  iW  - 


OFFICE  OF  CERTIFICATION 


'Ttc^ 


ANDREW  H.  WILSON 
STEPHEN  C.  RYAN* 
JEANNETTE  D.  LEJARDI 
STUART  A.  KNOWLES 
ANNE  R.  WOODS 
LINDA  M.  FONG 
SHAUNA  T.  RAJKOWSKI 


233  MONTGOMERY  STREET,  SUITE  450 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94104 
(415)  391-3900 
TELECOPY  (415)  934-0938 


A  PROFESSIONAL  LAW"  CORPORATION 


OF  COUNSEL 
LISA  F.  CAMPILONGO 
EDWARD  L.  BLUM 


•CCHTinCO  TAXATION  SPECIALIST 
CALIFORNIA  BOARO  OT  LEGAL  SPECIALIZATION 


March  17,  1992 


HAND  DELIVERY 

Office  of  Certification 
State  Bar  of  California 
100  Van  Ness  Avenue,  28th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Re:  Application  of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg 

Church  of  Scientology  International  v.  Armstrong 
Marin  County  Superior  Court  No.  152229 
Our  File  No.  SCI02— 003 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam 


Pursuant  to  California  Rule  of  Court  984  (b)  I  have 


enclosed  an  two  copies  of  the  Application  for  an  Order  Granting 
Application  for  Admission  of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  as  Counsel  Pro 
Hac  Vice  and  supporting  papers,  and  a  check  for  $40.00  to  cover  the 
Application  fee.  Please  file  one  copy  of  the  Application  and 
return  a  file-stamped  copy.  The  original  Application  has  been 
submitted  to  Judge  Michael  B.  Duff icy  of  the  Marin  County  Superior 
Court,  and  is  currently  under  review. 


If  you  have  any  questions  regarding  this  Application 


please  do  not  hesitate  to  call 


Very  truly  yours 


WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


ESZ-196 

Enclosures 


cc:  Howard  Gutfeld,  Esq. 

Ford  Greene,  Esq. 


WU^UN,  KYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  450 
San  Francisco,  California  94104 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CA..RILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 


8  Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 

9  " 


10 
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SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


) 


12  I)  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 

13  ||  not-for-profit  religious 
corporation / 


14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 


Plaintiff, 


vs . 


Case  No.  152229 

APPLICATION  FOR  AN  ORDER 
GRANTING  APPLICATION  FOR 
ADMISSION  OF  MICHAEL  LEE 
HERTZBERG  AS  COUNSEL  PRO 
HAC  VICE;  DECLARATIONS  OF 
ANDREW  H.  WILSON  AND 
MICHAEL  LEE  HERTZBERG 


GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1 
through  25,  inclusive. 

Defendants. 


J 


20  ||  TO  ALL  PARTIES  AND  THEIR  ATTORNEYS  OF  RECORD: 

21  [|  Plaintiff  Church  of  Scientology  International  through  its 

22  undersigned  counsel  hereby  applies  pursuant  to  Rule  983,  California 

23  Rules  of  Court,  for  the  admission  of  Michael  lee  Hertzberg,  Esq.  to 

24  ||  appear  pro  hac  vice  in  association  with  local  counsel  in  the  above- 

25  ||  entitled  action. 

2  6  ||  This  application  is  based  upon  the  points  and  authorities  and 

27  ||  /  /  / 

28  II  /  /  / 
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declarations  of  ?.  rew  H. 
hereto. 

DATED:  March  ,  1992. 


Wilson  and  Michael  le  Hertzberg  attached 


Respectfully  submitted. 


WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


ANDREW  H.  WILSON 
Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 
Church  of  Scientology 
International 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CA..PIL0NG0 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  M0X0N 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 

Case  No.  152229 

MEMORANDUM  OF  POINTS  AND 
AUTHORITIES  IN  SUPPORT 
OF  APPLICATION  FOR  AN 
ORDER  GRANTING  APPLICATION 
FOR  ADMISSION  OF  MICHAEL  LEE 
HERTZBERG  AS  COUNSEL  PRO  HAC 
VICE 


Rule  933,  California  Rules  of  Court,  provides  that  a  person 
seeking  to  appear  as  counsel  pro  hac  vice  in  this  Court  shall  make 
an  appropriate  application,  (1)  the  applicant's  residence  and  office 
address:  (2)  the  courts  to  which  he  has  been  admitted  to  practice 
and  date  of  admissions;  (3)  that  he  is  a  member  in  good  standing  of 
each  such  court;  (4)  the  title  of  each  court  and  cause  in  which  he 
has  filed  an  application  to  appear  as  counsel  pro  hac  vice  in 
California  in  the  preceding  two  years  and  whether  or  not  it  was 
granted;  and  (5)  the  name,  address  and  telephone  number  of  the 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 
not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation;  ) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs.  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 
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active  member  of  "~Ne  State  Bar  of  California  o  will  serve  as  local 
counsel. 

The  declaration  of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg,  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  A  establishes  the  requirements  of  1  through  5  above.  The 
undersigned,  Andrew  H.  Wilson  of  the  law  firm  of  Wilson/  Ryan  & 
Campilongo,  235  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco, 
California  94104,  (415)  391-3900,  is  an  active  member  of  the  State 

Bar  who  will  act  as  local  counsel  for  the  appearance  of  Mr. 
Hertzberg  in  this  matter. 

Moreover,  Mr.  Hertzberg  is  familiar  with  the  facts  and  files 
and  procedure  in  the  instant  action  since  he  has  been  involved  in 
former  proceedings  involving  the  defendant  Gerald  Armstrong.  .  mr. 
Hertzberg  appeared  as  counsel  of  record  in  the  original  appeal  filed 
in  198  5  and  has  been  involved  int  he  various  direct  and  ancillary 
proceedings  in  the  Armstrong  litigation  from  that  time  to  the 
Therefore,  he  has  exhaustive  knowledge  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  pending  action  and  could  efficiently  and 
professionally  represent  the  plaintiff's  interests  before  this 
Court.  (Exhibit  A,  Declaration  of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg.) 

For  the  foregoing  reasons.  Plaintiff  Church  of  Scientology 
International  requests  that  Mr.  Hertzberg  be  permitted  to  appear  in 
the  instant  action  pro  hac  vice  in  association  with  local  counsel  in 

this  matter. 

DATED:  March  /-£  ,  1992.  Respectzully  submitted, 

WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 

BY: 

ANDREW  H.  W11.SOW 
Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 
Church  of  Scientology 
International 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 


Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  _  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 
not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation;  ) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 


GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 


Case  No.  152229 

DECLARATION  OF 
ANDREW  H.  WILSON 
'IN  SUPPORT  OF  APPLICATION 
FOR  ADMISSION  OF  MICHAEL 
LEE  HERTZBERG  AS  COUNSEL 
PRO  HAC  VICE 


ANDREW  H.  WILSON  deposes  and  says: 

1.  My  name  is  Andrew  H.  Wilson  and  I  am  one  of  the  attorneys 
responsible  for  the  representation  of  the  Plaintiff  in  this  action. 
I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  in  this  Declaration 
and  could  competently  testify  thereto  if  called  as  a  witness. 

2.  Mr.  Hertzberg  is  very  familiar  with  Mr.  Armstrong  and  his 
dealings  with  Plaintiff  Church  of  Scientology  International 
("Plaintiff")  and,  for  that  reason.  Plaintiff  desires  to  associate 

Mr.  Hertzberg  as  counsel  in  this  action. 

3.  I  have  discussed  this  matter  with  Mr.  Hertzberg.  I  a® 


1 

satisfied  that  l.  Hertzberg  is  familiar  th  the  standards  of 

2 

p^*Qf 0ss ionel  conduct  neguimed  of  membems  of  the  Sua.t6  Bsr  -  ox 

3 

California.  I  hereby  agree  to  act  as  local  counsel  on  behalf  of  Mr. 

4 

Hertzberg  and  to  receive  service  of  papers  at  my  business  address, 

5 

235  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco,  California, --9 4104,  - 

6 

telephone  (415)  391-3900.  I  have  also  agreed  to  receive  service  of 

7 

papers  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hertzberg  at  that  address  and  to  be 

8 

available  for  communication  with  the  Court  on  behalf  of  Mr. 

9 

Hertzberg. 

10 

4 .  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A  is  a  copy  of  the  Declaration 

11 

of  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg  which  was  transmitted  to  me  by  facsimile. 

12 

Mr.  Hertzberg  informed  me  via  the  telephone  that  he  had  executed  the 

13 

original  of  said  Declaration  and  that  he  would  deliver  it  to  me  when 

14 

he  arrives  in  San  Francisco  this  week.  Mr.  Hertzberg  is  currently 

15 

scheduled  to  arrive  on  approximately  Tuesday  or  Wednesday ,  March  17 

16 

or  ^  j  will  forward  the  original  of  said  Declaration  to  the  CourL 

17 

when  I  receive  it. 

18 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  foregoing  is  true 

19 

and  correct  and  that  this  Declaration  was  executed  on  March  16,  1992 

20 

at  San  Francisco,  California. 

/I 

21 

// 

/-A--— 

22 

ANDREW  H.  WILSON 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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r,  2tichael  tee  F-rtsberg,  hereby  declare  eta  stats; 

1.  X  an  a  resident  of  tie  city  a*  Hav  Stst*  si 

v.,v  vy  residence  address  is  171  west  S7th  street,  sev  ?erS,  ... 

Lv  to^  aMU.  W  eddies  address  is  740  Broadly  -  •» , 

Xs*  -or)5'  ^  Vor3c  10003 ' 

■2  S  vas  admitted  to  practice  before  ell  ,«wts  oi  Saw  Tor* 
swf  or  May  s,  1973,  to  tea  Washington,  O.C.  Bar  is  Severer, 
1591  ar.d  to  the  Bar  of  the  Cnited  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 

Hirth  circuit  on  July  si,  1933-  -  •»  sr.- attorney  in  5“* 

Bfeaadtos-  in  all  courts  of  See  Yorh  State,  the  District  of 
CoiuhSia  Bax  art  the  Birth  circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  as  well  as 
the  Bax  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  united  States  to  which  X  was 
adrtttad  =n  February  ».  1937.  X  rt.  rtrraatly  net,  tor  have  X 
ever  been,  suspended  or  disbarred  in  any  court. 

2.  m  the.  preceding  ttre  years  X  have  applied  for  art  teen 

grantrt  leave  to  appear  as  counsel  pro  hac  vice  in  two 
consolidated  cases  before  Ben.  Barry  X.  Hupp  in  the  Unitad  States 
District  court  for  the  central  District  of  .California  entitled; 
cartes  V.  °F  5ci^-n»noV  TntertStiaai,  BO.  so- 

26990  BS®  and  Staxrt  V  Uhnroh  rt 

rm±tm&  States,.  NO*  $0-3330  CF3X* 

5.  I  an  fully  faniliar  with  the  facts,  file*  end 
proceedings  in  the  instant  action.  Xndsad,  n  have  been  -nvc-TWi 
te  ere  various  direct  and  ancillary  proc^dinss  in  litigation 
involving  seraid  Ansstrong  iron  1939  to  tee  present, 
i^criiides  as  appssur^tc*  at  the  Tsxtat fcefo=^  3=11 ' 
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■  presently  h^der a  this  Court  in  me  isata^s  -a":Sl— w  * 

’  i93  f-ilv  /aailiar  with  the  standards  of  professional 

conduct  r*guir*d  of  a enters  OS'  the  Stst*  Bar  of  Caiifviht*» 

'  •  •  7.  latbe  event  that  this  petition  forty  admission  to  the 

«*«  herein  as  counsel  pro  hac  vica  is  granted,  2  h*sr*by 
.designate  Andrew  H.  Wilson  as  ay  local  counsel.  a*,  Wilson  is  a 
ssssber  in- good  standing-  of  the  California  Bar.  Sis  cffics 
a<3dre*s  is  Wilson,  Blur  *  Carpilong®,  235  Xcr.tgcncry  Street, 
Sai*^  4«q7  san  Francisco,  California  94104  and  bis  orfics 
telethons  number  is  (415)  391—3900.  Hr.  Wilson  can  2rocdi»s 
service  of.  paper*  at  that  adores*  and  is  readily  available  for 
ccasunicaticn  vita  the  Court  regarding  the  conduct  of  this  case. 
Kaacuted  this  13th  day  of  Harsh,  1392  at  2?ev  ForJc,  so*  Fcr.<* 
X  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  and  the  lavs  of  the 
state  of  California  and  Sew  Xorfc  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and 


«®rr*o*. 


Hicha«l  law  Sertzjserg 
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